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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Claims 6, 8-1 1 , 14, 1 5 and 18-21 are withdrawn from further consideration 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a nonelected species, there being no 
allowable generic or linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) 
requirement in the reply filed on 31 August 2006. 

2. Applicant's election with traverse of the species of Figs. 1-8, claims 1-5, 7, 12, 
13, 16, 17 and 22 in the reply filed on 31 August 2006 is acknowledged. The traversal 
is on the ground(s) that (1) all groups of claims and figures are properly presented in the 
same application; (2) undue diverse searching should not be required since all the 
claims and figures are in the same class; and (3) all claims and figures should be 
examined together. This is not found persuasive because the fact that all groups of 
claims and figures are properly presented in the same application is irrelevant. Further, 
Applicant's assertion that undue diverse searching should not be required since all the 
claims and figures are in the same class is unpersuasive and does not preclude an 
election of species requirement from being made since Applicant has not traversed.on 
grounds that the species are not patentably distinct. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 



Application/Control Number: 10/829,049 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1744 

The specification includes numerous occurrences of the awkward phrase "of 
other embodiment", for example, at p. 4, lines 23-28, p. 9, line 16, p. 10, lines 18 and 
24, etc. Applicant's cooperation is respectfully requested in reviewing the entire 
specification for clarity as to this matter. 

Also, it is unclear whether the recitation "plates 30" on p. 6, line 14 is correct in 
view of what Figs. 1 and 3 show for numeral 30. It would appear that "plates 30" should 
then read -plates 20- but clarification is respectfully requested. Accordingly, reference 
numeral 30 in Figs. 1 and 3 would then need to be properly referenced in the 
specification. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Drawings 

4. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: Hollow portion 17 as recited at p. 9, line 2. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
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any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

5. Claims 1,12 and 16 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1, lines 4-5, the recitation "...and a subject to clean the subject with the 

cleaning fabric" is awkwardly written and makes the claim unclear. 

Claim 12, line 4 and claim 16, line 3, "of cleaning unit" is awkwardly written and 
also lacks proper antecedent basis. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-5, 7, 12, 13, 16, 17 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Detmers 5,762,000 (hereinafter Detmers) in view of Egan 
5,519,914 (hereinafter Egan '914). 

As well as claim 1 is understood, the patent to Detmers discloses in Fig. 3 a 
pressure pad for a cleaning web or fabric 3, the pressure pad comprising press-on 
material that defines a "particular portion" 13 formed on a profile or base portion 12, the 
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base portion inherently having a predetermined hardness, the particular portion also 
inherently having a predetermined hardness, the cleaning fabric 3 being nipped 
between the particular portion 13 and a subject 1 to clean the subject 1 with the 
cleaning fabric 3 (col. 5, lines 23-30). The patent to Detmers discloses all of the recited 
subject matter as set forth above with the exception of the particular portion having a 
predetermined hardness lower than the hardness of the base portion. The patent to 
Egan discloses a sponge S that defines a "particular portion" that has a predetermined 
hardness, which is lower than the hardness of its base portion. Note, already that 
Detmers teaches that particular portion 13 could optimally be selected with regard to 
pliancy, elasticity and pressure distribution (col. 5, lines 64-66). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified Detmers particular portion 
such that it has a predetermined hardness which is lower than the hardness of its base 
portion as taught by Egan for the purpose of avoiding damage to the subject itself. 

As for claim 2, it is the position of the Examiner that utilizing rubber for the 
particular portion as well as the base portion would be obvious in order to avoid 
damaging the subject itself during cleaning of the subject. 

To the extent that Applicant's Figs. 1-8 shows the particular portion and base 
portion being "formed integrally" (hash lines), Detmers is also deemed to teach the 
particular portion 13 and base portion 12 being "formed integrally." Further, in a different 
manner, Detmers' particular portion 13 and base portion 12 are "formed integrally" in the 
final product. With respect to the recitation ..."by being pressed with a predetermined 
high pressure and under a predetermined high pressure and under a predetermined 
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high temperature", methods of forming are not germane to patentability in apparatus 
claims. 

As for claim 4, Detmers' base portion 12 has a predetermined width and includes 
opposite side portions to be fixed, the particular portion 13 having a predetermined 
width which is less than the width of the base portion to be positioned between the 
opposite side portions of the base portion (Fig. 3). 

As for claim 5, the base portion 12 has a predetermined length and includes 
opposite end portions, the particular portion 13 has a predetermined length which is less 
than the length of the base portion, to be positioned between the opposite end portions 
at the base portion (Figs. 1 and 2). 

As for claim 7, Detmers' base portion is deemed formed into a flat board. It 
should be noted that Applicant's own base portion 8 includes stepped or transitional 
features 16 (Fig. 8) not rendering the board entirely "flat." 

As for claim 12, as already mentioned, Detmers and Egan teach a cleaning 
apparatus comprising the pressure pad as set forth in claim 7, and further teach the 
base portion 12 being deformed to be channel shaped (Fig. 3), the particular portion 13 
being disposed outwardly of the base portion, and a holder or support bar 9 including 
opposite side surfaces and supported by "a frame of a cleaning unit" (both never 
positively recited), the base portion 12 including the opposite side portions fixed to the 
opposite side surfaces of the support bar 9 (through bolts as recited in col. 4, lines 26- 
47). 
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As for cl.aim 13 reciting that the subject "comprises a plate cylinder in an offset 
printing press", such a recitation is of no patentable moment here as the "work" is not 
part of the device being positively claimed, namely, "[a] pressure pad for a cleaning 
fabric" (see preamble of claim 1). 

As for claim 13, as already mentioned, Detmers and Egan teach a cleaning 
apparatus comprising the pressure pad as set forth in claim 4 and a support bar 
including opposite side surfaces and supported by a frame of a cleaning unit (both 
never positively recited), the base portion including the opposite side portions fixed to 
the opposite side surface of the support bar. Detmers further teaches an air passage in 
bellows 10 being formed in the support bar 9 (Fig. 3), pressurized air being directed 
between the pressure pad and the support bar 9 through the air passage so that the 
pressure pad can be deformed by the pressurized air to be convex (due to the bellows' 
structure) toward the subject. 

As for claims 17 and 22 reciting that the cleaning fabric is "thick", such is merely 
deemed a relative expression as Detmers cleaning fabric 3 is also deemed "thick." 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The patent to Corrado is relevant to a particular portion 
arrangement. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randall Chin whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
1270. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday and every 
other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on (571) 272-1214. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or57*=27>1 000. 




■Randan Chin 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1744 



